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Dear Paul, 

moT . p S?? le N tter ° f ^ acknowl edging receipt of seven mailing (meaning many, many 
- --Ts ) , going back to 12/28, with welcome enclosures, arrived this ami make 

hurried response because I feel I must devote myself to an = L 

my part discovered by Howard when he was here i betmn r t “ s oversight on 

before daylight, men it is all ^oge^r, Pli j£T " *° * ** 

a , T Y r- fir ^ PaPagraphs ^tendely discloses the basis of several of the problems 
and I begin addressing them. I amy be close to alone in it among a^easttLseSor 
members of the.-cricial" community, but the one thing not at option be Leen Z 
mLiv m ° U r° YoUr :e * tence re ads, "It would be a futility for me to defend my 

o ;^ t0 l° u l and would > not for the infered p a ranoic reasons but because the 

o e thing about you of which I remain without question is your motive I think 

reaction t° U diSCl ° Ses 3ubconsciou sly, a major part of the problem, nlmely your 

Jut m?o£tv eY as a i C Sf °t Sm Y the fT Ce ° f WMCh y ° U yet to address ^th anything 
. by > as I see it. Your last sentence in this parggrpah reads "Bpcsikp I 

no desire of getting this material iarto the obviously irresponsible I 'made 
distribution I aotooi.sdg. that the use of led ^e 

3sume a general distribution, especially because, as is usually your habit you did not 
dicate the initials of those to whom you made limited distribution. You alsJ day you 
sent copies to Severn besides Arch. I do not know who all are, but I know thlt IZ Z 
ylvia anu I account for 3, perhaos Gary the fourth, 

who £ ei ; We have an0ther aBM * ui1 3 r for the existence of which " hold you responsible* 
who is, to you, an irresponsible? In the past you have refused tn P ^ 

refusal to xamine what Lifton was up to a£ Zlt ZJZVT 

please) yoj made something I obtained available to him knwoing that be it yesterday's * 
lcassif led sections, I desired the opposite. You persisted in regard poor sick Dave as 

to ZZhZZ’ belnS &ile t0 d ° U by refusin S to interest yourself in what he was up 
o and had been, and just refused to face the fact that were he not sick nd also eaten 
by whatever bugs him, he has an immediate and undeviating record of at best dausina- 
divisiveness and is without doubt, totally without sortie, as e£n W^JSfjftil 
now are unsolicitedly acknowledging to me. 

, ,, £dt } et me take of the case -both, really - of which I know, Sylvia and Bud 

us ov£ STvSa des f ^ strong j md strongly-expressed differences between 

not desiJf IZlT Z la ^ ly ’ 13 1 tched to the 26, only because of her circumstances 
!°Vf he 13 lar S el Y aetached from most current knowledge and activities ‘thus 
sne has been feeding things to Sprague, whereupon they appear, out of context and in a 
manner innocently perfectly designed to kill ongoLg work For tZZtTlZT Z 
doesn t know a fink from an angel, withess his willingness to be Jpen ^ £ 

’ SP ?' t !- my Pre '* Uent warnin S to make perfunctory checks with me first Sed new 

noVd, ap " r T~ BUd StUff is 0pen to s P ra S U0 anl others, based on the record I've 

not discussed Sprague with him recently. I first of all, desoite thinking he is a verT 

Teel Ste Jh or^ * " re3p - 3ible "> he has consistently L^bli^ 

the ooposite and i-. has to be assumed that he feeds everything he gets to JG 
nich aoove all you said you do not want and you should have known. So, if Sprague to ’ 

your me£! ’ "* ° sources frola whom he could be expected to have gotten 

“ho is your intelligence in question, which is part of the problem, for I think I 
am correct m assuming it to be of a high order and therefore mole concern 11 Znfou 
do what I regard as a stupid thing, I do not carry the argument of the previous pa l 
further because I think it alone amply proves the oomplaifTl made to ylT.Zl Z't you 
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aod did could not more perfectly have been designed to accomplish the opposite of vhat 
you said you wanted. Particularly with two things: the hazard inherent in this whole 
declassification and the apparently prevalent changed attitude toward you as a result 
of both your melon work and your subsequent reaction, was t is quite wrong and eouallv 
your friends have a right to expect of your intelligence and perception, so 
amply cisplayed to all oi us over the years, bo, aside from the great jeopardy needless 
run, you have auded fule to suspicions about you. Whether or not these concern you 
personally, you cannot be unaware of the fact that this makes reall collaboration between 

fpr^ryoTaSfdo^tf ^ “ **»**?*<. ^ much do not want, and' 

Without checking all I've written you, I believe this is the essence of what I did 
rite and what you m this letter do ignore. It is no response to dqy you sent out only 
7 copies and were pure m heart and spirit. 

When and why you "since repeated this caution to those who got the letter to Arch" 

° but if ls after faring from me, then I did right to take the time to 

write. But there is one to whom you sent tills letter to whom you did not send this 

° autl ° n \ me ° 1 d o not seek to pry into those you consider "responsible", but I 
hink if ! am to be able to _ fend off what you may have guaranteed, I'd like to know, 
specially it oprague and Lifton are included, directly or in ways you think it likely 
can oe the same. Also Newcomb, of whose potentialities ! am aware whether or not you are 
\,and iaooj.ve is not a question with me about him or Sprague), 

By now you know the arrangements have been made. 

- +. P e rt , 0t , bhe remaiilin g problem was your fault. You did not tell me what and onlv 

anrf t 'nnn^ Ar f^ Ve ® ^ saM! you * 1 did > immediately, to you. I had every reason tc believe 
and none no o to believe that it also contained the Ferric stuff. But the Valle stuff alone 
should have prompted caution on your part, and I repeat you could have spoken to me 
almost immediately for but §1.00, wgich you do have.... You now lhow more about the Fer-ie 
pages ana will know still more, for they gave me maybe half and I do not yet hive all that 
my good nuneh disclosed. . ■ 6 

Th a paragrpah on the unofficial Ferrie material: To this day neither you nor J im 
have done anything with it, yet when you were here you wanted this so that you could go 
to wori on it immediately. I have written about it several times. However, if Jim has 
any conclusions, beliefs or hunches on this, I should know as fast as possible if they 
are to serve immediate purposes. This has, after all, Paul been many months, maybe a half 
S’?** “ aP: ® S h f rd to beliave ifc was the pressure of ether work, 1 acknowledge 
n0thine ° 0Uld 80 be e^ained, but not Silence, ...I'll b,. getting CDs 1084 
and 1065, so send no copies. But if you make notes, pie ,e do,... I don't now recall, but 
Y * Sked f ° r " he f eturn » f Freedom of Information material, please do not fegget to, 

...You and court: why ao you not ask Mitchell for what we know is still withheld on the 
Valle investigation, the New York stuff?... I can understand the need for curtailing the 
tim a you out into this. However, knowing my reaction to your long silences, of the past, 

W1 . , . ‘ 7 (y°u s.xl^ haven t told me what kind they ...ere, or whether or not green) 

you might have sent me. a card saying "bu§y", thus I'd not have felt as reflected in the 
letter I wrote you about this yesterday. ...I'll ask Bud for some of those carbon forms. 

Or, I lx try anu include a dupe for return dialing in the future., .Entry 25 list: hasty glance 
suggests I wen, over this in late 66 or early 67. Thanks,. .What would it cost to get a cony 

/x h a , a ‘; page size?. ..I could relax more and have fewer frustrations 

(thanks for the wish) if such things as this ditin t happen as needlessly and as often as 
they do. You have no monopoly... I assume you will notify me immediately if the melonry 

otil ?;T than quiescent. It is not necessary to respjnd to the other arguments Thev 
were for guidance, not argument, something I often found unwelcome at vour aSa* wut’nl 
do lnierm me where I might find hazard and please try and avoid such tilings lencefor^ht 

Best, ’ 



